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He has cared for our troops from the
time he got into Congress, and has
been responsible for many, many pieces
of legislation, and has made sure
they’ve been taken care of.

More than that, IKE was a mentor
and a friend to me, personally. I've
served on the committee with him
since I got elected to Congress. He al-
ways took the time to work with me on
issues, to educate me, and also to look
after my interests in my district as
well. He understood that, as much as
he was standing up for the State of
Missouri and the Fourth District, his
country came first. And the entire
country was his priority. And he did a
great job for us on that committee.

It is with great sadness that he will
be leaving this body, but I know that
IKE will continue to be a very, very
productive member of our society. The
knowledge that he has of our armed
services and the knowledge that he has
of what is best for our troops will con-
tinue to serve this country for a long
time to come.

It was a great honor to serve with
him, and I am certain he will continue
to serve our country in many capac-
ities in a way that makes it better, be-
cause that’s the kind of guy he is. He
cares about other people. He cares
about this country. More than any-
thing, he cares about the troops who
serve this country, and he will always
be a tireless advocate for them.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. ENGEL addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

LOOK WHO RUNS THE
REPUBLICAN PARTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRAYSON. Madam Speaker,
we’ve heard endless braying from the
Republicans time after time, demand-
ing an extension of tax cuts for the
rich in this country. They tell us that
extending the tax cuts for the rich will
somehow create jobs when we’ve had
these tax cuts for the rich for 9 years,
and I haven’t noticed a whole lot of
jobs being created in the last 9 years.
They tell us it will dramatically boost
the economy. I haven’t noticed that
happening for the last 9 years either.

So you really have to wonder why
they persist in this mania, this obses-
sion of theirs that we need to have
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more tax cuts for the rich when the
economy is flat on its back and unem-
ployment is almost 10 percent.

I think I have the answer. The an-
swer turns out to be very simple. They
want a tax cut for the rich because
they want a tax cut for themselves.

What do I mean by that? Well, let’s
take a look at the people who are real-
ly in charge, the ones who actually run
the Republican Party.

Let’s start with this gentleman here,
the man with the cigar, Rush
Limbaugh. Doesn’t he look happy?

According to Newsweek, he makes
$568.7 million a year, and extending the
Bush tax cuts for the rich will mean
that he’ll have another $2.7 million.
Mega dittos, Rush, and mega money.

Let’s look at the next one.

Here’s Glenn Beck. According to
Newsweek, Glenn Beck makes $33 mil-
lion a year as a pundit, and extending
the Bush tax cuts means a cool $1.5
million for Glenn Beck’s ongoing,
night-by-night imitation of Howard
Beale from ‘‘Network.”

Now let’s take a look at the next one.

Sean Hannity. Newsweek says that
Sean Hannity, this man of the people,
makes $22 million a year from his act
on Fox, and that means that the Bush
tax cuts mean an extra $1 million for
Sean Hannity. Maybe he can go now
and afford some anger management
classes.

Let’s take a look at the next one.

Bill O’Reilly. He makes a modest $20
million a year from his gig on Fox. And
that means that the Bush tax cuts give
him not quite seven figures, merely
$914,000 a year of extra cash. It’s easy
to see why Bill O’Reilly wants to see
the Bush tax cuts extended. And I have
to say he’s no Pinhead when it comes
to that.

And now Sarah Palin. Sarah Palin
has made $14 million this year from
cashing in on her fame. In fact, she has
done a better job of turning fame into
cash than anyone in American history,
$14 million. She wants the Bush tax
cuts extended so she can make an extra
cool $638,000.

And now on to Newt Gingrich, the
man who did such a great job in run-
ning America back in the 1990s that he
wants a second chance in this decade.
Newt, if you do to us now what you did
to us then, we’re going to be in big
trouble. But Newt Gingrich makes $5
million a year from his punditry, which
means he’ll get an extra quarter mil-
lion dollars a year from the Bush tax
cuts being extended.

And now let’s go on to the Big
Cheese, George W. Bush, himself, the
man who got us into two endless wars,
the man who brought us to the brink of
national bankruptcy, the man who
gave us $4-a-gallon gasoline.
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George W. Bush makes a cool $4.2
million a year, according to Newsweek.
That means that extending the Bush
tax cuts for George Bush means an
extra $187,000 in his pocket every single
year.
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I have a better idea. Instead of pla-
cating these people and letting them
spew out onto the airwaves their lies
about the Bush tax cuts without ever
revealing the fact that they stand to
gain millions, millions of dollars each
year from their selfish desire to take
advantage of the rest of America, let’s
do this: let’s take that money and cre-
ate jobs. All that money that the Bush
tax cuts are charging us, that could
create jobs for 3 million Americans a
year. A $30,000 job, a fair wage for fair
work, a dignified wage for dignified
work, and a way to revive our economy
in America.

I think that’s a better idea than
stuffing even more money into the
pockets of the rich. Because the prob-
lem in America today is not that the
poor have too much money. That’s not
the problem at all. It’s that they need
jobs.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN
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